UNIFORM LAW COMMISSION
New Acts 2019: Short Summaries

Uniform Automated Operation of Vehicles Act

The Uniform Automated Operation of Vehicles Act regulates important aspects of the operation
of automated vehicles. This act covers the deployment of automated vehicles on roads held open
to the public by reconciling automated driving with a typical state motor vehicle code. Many of
the act’s sections — including definitions, driver licensing, vehicle registration, equipment, and
rules of the road — correspond to, refer to, and can be incorporated into existing sections of a
typical vehicle code. This act also introduces the concept of automated driving providers
(ADPs) as a legal entity that must declare itself to the state and designate the automated vehicles
for which it will act as the legal driver when the vehicle is in automated operation. The ADP
might be an automated driving system developer, a vehicle manufacturer, a fleet operator, or
another kind of market participant that has yet to emerge. Only an automated vehicle that is
associated with an ADP may be registered. In this way, the Automated Operation of Vehicles
Act uses the motor vehicle registration framework that already exists in states — and that applies
to both conventional and automated vehicles — to incentivize self-identification by ADPs. By
harnessing an existing framework, the act also seeks to respect and empower state motor vehicle
agencies.

Uniform Electronic Wills Act

The Uniform Electronic Wills Act permits testators to execute an electronic will and allows
probate courts to give electronic wills legal effect. Most documents that were traditionally
printed on paper can now be created, transferred, signed, and recorded in electronic form. Since
2000 the Uniform Electronic Transactions Act (UETA) and a similar federal law, E-SIGN have
provided that a transaction is not invalid solely because the terms of the contract are in an
electronic format. But UETA and E-SIGN both contain an express exception for wills, which,
because the testator is deceased at the time the document must be interpreted, are subject to
special execution requirements to ensure validity and must still be executed on paper in most
states. Under the new Electronic Wills Act, the testator’s electronic signature must be witnessed
contemporaneously (or notarized contemporaneously in states that allow notarized wills) and the
document must be stored in a tamper-evident file. States will have the option to include
language that allows remote witnessing. The act will also address recognition of electronic wills
executed under the law of another state. For a generation that is used to banking,
communicating, and transacting business online, the Uniform Electronic Wills Act will allow
online estate planning while maintaining safeguards to help prevent fraud and coercion.

Uniform Registration of Canadian Money Judgments Act

The Uniform Registration of Canadian Money Judgments Act (“Registration Act”) creates an
administrative procedure for the registration and enforcement of a Canadian money judgments in
an enacting state. Once the Canadian judgment is successfully registered in the state, the
judgment is enforceable in the same manner as a judgment rendered in that state. The
Registration Act only applies to a Canadian judgment if it (1) grants or denies recovery of a sum
of money; (2) is final, conclusive, and enforceable in Canada; and (3) its recognition is sought in
order to enforce the judgment. The Registration Act supplements the Uniform Foreign Country



Money Judgments Recognition Act (“Recognition Act”) by providing an alternative method to
seeking recognition and enforcement of a foreign judgment. If a state has not enacted the
Recognition Act, it may enact this Act at the same time it adopts the Recognition Act as a
companion Act. The Registration Act offers an efficient alternative to filing a lawsuit to
recognize and enforce a Canadian money judgment in the United States.

Uniform Athlete Agents Act Amendment

The Revised Uniform Athlete Agents Act (RUAAA) updates the 2000 version of the act for the
ever-evolving sports commercial marketplace and the increasing activity between athlete agents
and student athletes. The RUAAA protects the interests of student athletes, academic
institutions, and athlete agents by regulating the activities of athlete agents. The 2015 revision
updates the definition of “athlete agent;” requires reciprocal agent licensing; creates a central
licensing process; enhances notice requirements to educational institutions; and revised
administrative remedies arising from damages resulting from improper athlete agent conduct.
An Amendment to the Uniform Athlete Agents Act, approved in 2019, applies to changes that
the NCAA made to its bylaws in August of 2018 to provide student athletes playing basketball
with more freedom and flexibility to explore the possibility of going professional while retaining
their college eligibility. Under the new NCAA bylaws, certified sports agents can cover limited
expenses of prospective or enrolled college basketball players and their family for meals, hotel
and travel in connection with the agent selection process. Because the NCAA bylaw changes
were in conflict with the Athlete Agents Acts, the NCAA asked the ULC to amend the two
Uniform Athlete Agents Acts so they will not conflict with the bylaw changes. The Section 14
Amendment was drafted to clear up the conflict; it was also drafted so that it applies beyond the
current bylaws to ensure that the ULC will not have to go to state legislatures every time the
NCAA broadens its bylaws. The amendment does, however, set forth appropriate safeguards so
that it only applies if the NCAA makes further changes.

Uniform Probate Code Amendments

The promulgation of the Uniform Parentage Act (2017) has necessitated amendments to the
Uniform Probate Code’s intestacy and class-gift provisions. The 2019 Amendments to the
Uniform Probate Code provide a more consistent formula for determining intestate shares within
blended families, remove outdated terminology, and incorporate the concept of de facto
parentage. The intestacy formulae will also account for the possibility that a child may have
more than two parents, and therefore more than two sets of grandparents.



